ABSTRACT
Introduction

Subjects and methods
Subjects
Seventy-eight subjects (41 males, 37 females) aged 3, 5, 7, 9, 12, 15, and 18 y took part in the study. ( Table 2 ; Fig 1) .
However, in the adolescents
(n = 34) there was an increasing divergence between energy intake and TEE as age increased.
Mean EI-WDR was significantly lower than corresponding TEE in the I 2-, 1 5-, and 18-y-old subjects (P < 0.0 1 at each age). and mean TEE were significant (P < 0.05) in the 3-, 9-, and 12-y-old subjects and were consistent in direction. When individual differences between EI-DH and TEE were analyzed by relating the differences to the mean ofthe two methods (Fig 2) 
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